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Technique Visualization B Spatial Relation  Data Relation
ComVis [24] (Figure 2) any Jjuxtapose none
Improvise [39] (Figure 3) any juxtapose none
Jigsaw [36] any juxtapose none
Snap-Together [30] any juxtapose none
semantic substrates [34] (Figure 4) node-link Jjuxtapose item-item
VisLink [11] (Figure 5) node-link Jjuxtapose item-item
Napoleon’s March on Moscow [37] area visualization juxtapose item-item
Mapgets [38] (Figure 6) text superimpose item-item
GeoSpace [22] (Figure 7) bar graph superimpose item-item
3D GIS [8] glyphs superimpose item-item
Scatter Plots in Parallel Coordinates [45] (Figure 8)  parallel coordinate scatterplot overload item-dimension
Graph links on treemaps [14] (Figure 9) node-link overload item-item
SparkClouds [21] line graph overload item-item
ZAME [13] (Figure 10) glyphs nested item-group
NodeTrix [17] (Figure 11) matrix nested item-group
TimeMatrix [44] glyphs nested item-group
GPUVis [25] glyphs nested item-group

Table 1: Classification of common composite visualization technigues using our design space.
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(a) Juxtaposed views.

(b) Integrated views.

(c) Superimposed views.

(d) Overloaded views.

(e) Nested views.



